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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to because in Fig. 1 1 , step 404, the word "SELETED" 
should be written as "SELECTED". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 
CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 
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Response to Amendment 

1 . The Examiner acknowledges the amended claims filed on April 1 7, 2008. 
Claims 1-40 have been canceled. Claims 41-60 have been newly added. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 41-60 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Claim 48 recites the step of determining whether 
the user has set an impaired vision mode comprises the steps of: if the impaired vision 
mode is determined not to be set by the user, prompting the user regarding setting the 
impaired vision mode : and if the impaired vision mode is determined to be set by the 
user, prompting the user regarding unsettinq the impaired vision mode . Although the 
Specifications of the present Application has support for selecting or de-selecting the 
impaired vision mode, the Specifications does not appear to have support for prompting 
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the user to set or unset the impaired vision mode based on a determination of whether 
the impaired vision mode is set or not. 

5. Claim 54 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Claim 54 recites the step of determining whether 
the user has set an impaired vision mode comprises the steps of: if the impaired vision 
mode is determined not to be set by the user, prompting the user regarding setting the 
impaired vision mode : and if the impaired vision mode is determined to be set by the 
user, prompting the user regarding unsetting the impaired vision mode . Although the 
Specifications of the present Application has support for selecting or de-selecting the 
impaired vision mode, the Specifications does not appear to have support for prompting 
the user to set or unset the impaired vision mode based on a determination of whether 
the impaired vision mode is set or not. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 41, 45-49, 54, 55, 59 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 in view of Sciammarella et al., 
US Patent 7,051,291 B2 and further in view of Frank et al., US 6,384,840 B1. 

Regarding claim 41, Nishigaki discloses a method for altering a digital camera 
display (Fig. 3: DSP) to facilitate viewability, the method comprising the steps of: 
displaying indicia on a display screen of the digital camera (See figs. 1 and 2), the 
indicia including a first indicium and a second indicium (See a plurality of indicium as 
shown in figs. 1 and 2); detecting selection of the first indicium by a user (See menu 
item selected as shown in fig. 1a; see English Translation, page 4, U 0012-0013; this 
teaches detecting selection of the first indicium as claimed); magnifying the first indicium 
(See magnified selected menu item as shown in fig. 1a; see English Translation, page 
4, U 001 2-001 3; page 5, U 001 8 - page 6, If 001 9; page 8, H 0026-0027). 

Nishigaki does not explicitly discloses that if selection of the first indicium by a 
user is detected, determining whether an impaired vision mode is set; if an impaired 
vision mode is determined to be set, performing steps of: superimposing the first 
indicium on the second indicium; magnifying the first indicium to conceal an entirety of 
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the second indicium; and reducing an opacity of the first indicium so that the entirety of 
the second indicium is viewable through the first indicium. 

However, Sciammarella et al. discloses a method for altering an electronic device 
display (See fig. 19), the method comprising the steps of: (a) displaying indicia on a 
display screen of the electronic device, the indicia including a plurality of indiciums 
(such as digital image files, digital audio files, text files, executable programs, program 
files, and movie files); (b) determining whether a user has selected a first indicium (See 
indicium representing image 173. JPG selected as shown in fig. 19); (c) determining 
whether an impaired vision mode is set (The examiner is reading the arrangement 
shown in fig. 19 as the impaired vision mode from the different types of display 
arrangements as shown in figs. 1-4, 15 and 17-19 that can be set by the user; Col. 3, 
line 15— col. 4, line 29); (d) if the impaired vision mode is set, magnifying the selected 
menu item (See indicium representing the image 173.JPG selected magnified in the 
center of the display area ) (Col. 3, line 15 — col. 4, line 29; col. 4, lines 30-50; col. 9, line 
51 - col. 10, line 49). Sciammarella et al. discloses further discloses that the data is 
displayed as a sequence, said sequence arrange such that a data object of interest is 
magnified so that the user can get a closer look, said data object being magnified to 
occupy a substantially entirety of the display area while the previously selected indicium 
returns to the smaller size characteristic of the unselected indiciums in the layout (See 
fig. 9; this teaches magnifying the first indicium to conceal an entirety of the second 
indicium since there will be other indiciums concealed by the selected indicium as 
shown in fig. 19) (Col. 3, lines 15-61; col. 4, lines 30-50; col. 9, line 51 - col. 10, line 49). 
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Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Sciammarella et 
al. as a whole, one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would note the advantages of magnifying the data objects in the Sciammarella et al. so 
that a user can get a closer look of a particular data object and would find obvious to 
use the teaching of Sciammarella et al. to the modify Nishigaki, to determine whether an 
impaired vision mode is set if selection of the first indicium by a user is detected; and if 
an impaired vision mode is determined to be set, performing the steps of: 
superimposing the first indicium on the second indicium; and magnifying the first 
indicium to conceal an entirety of the second indicium. The motivation to do so would 
have been to further improve the method for altering a digital camera display by 
allowing the user to get a closer look of a selected item of interest as suggested by 
Sciammarella et al. (Col. 9, line 51 - col. 10, line 49). 

The combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Sciammarella et al. fails to teach 
reducing an opacity of the first indicium so that the entirety of the second indicium is 
viewable through the first indicium. 

However, Frank et al. discloses a method and apparatus for presenting 
information in a display system using transparent windows, wherein when a window 
having a particular information or program is selected from a plurality of windows 
displayed in a display device (See figs. 7, 8, 10) is selected, said selected window 
would show on top of the other windows with a transparency level that can be selected 
by the user so that even when the selected window is on top of another window, the 
information of the window in the background can also be shown through the selected 
window (See figs. 7-10) (Col. 5, line 35 - col. 6, line 65; col. 8, line 19 - col. 10, line 56). 
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Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Sciammarella et 
al. and further in view of Frank et al. as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of 
an ordinary skill in the art to apply the concept of apply a transparency to a selected 
window form a plurality of windows so that the information of windows covered by the 
selected window can also be displayed as taught in Frank et al. to modify the teaching 
of Nishigaki and Sciammarella et al. to reduce an opacity of the first indicium so that the 
entirety of the second indicium is viewable through the first indicium. The motivation to 
do so would have been to increase the usable area of a display by permitting otherwise 
obscured indicium data to be visible to, and operated on, by the user as suggested by 
Frank et al. (Col. 10, lines 35-45). 

Regarding claim 45, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 41 . 

Regarding claim 46, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. as discussed and analyzed in 
claim 41 further teaches displaying the first indicium in a first portion of the display 
screen and displaying the second indicium in a second portion of the display screen, the 
second portion being different than the first portion (by sequentially displaying the 
indiciums so that the selected indicium would appear in the center of the display area 
(Sciammarella et al., col. 3, lines 15-61; col. 4, lines 30-50; col. 9, line 51 - col. 10, line 
49), Sciammarella et al. discloses displaying the first indicium in a first portion of the 
display screen and displaying the second indicium in a second portion of the display 
screen, the second portion being different than the first portion). Grounds for rejecting 
claim 41 apply here. 
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Regarding claim 47, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. as discussed and analyzed in 
claim 41 further teaches deleting the first indicium from the first portion; substantially 
simultaneously with the deleting step, displaying the first indicium in the second portion; 
and maintaining the second indicium in the second portion (by sequentially displaying 
the indiciums so that the selected indicium would appear in the center from a previous 
position different than the center of the display area (Sciammarella et al., col. 3, lines 
15-61; col. 4, lines 30-50; col. 9, line 51 - col. 10, line 49), Sciammarella et al. discloses 
deleting the first indicium from the first portion; substantially simultaneously with the 
deleting step, displaying the first indicium in the second portion; and maintaining the 
second indicium in the second portion). Grounds for rejecting claim 41 apply here. 

Regarding claim 48, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. as discussed and analyzed in 
claim 41 further teaches that if the impaired vision mode is determined not to be set by 
the user, prompting the user regarding setting the impaired vision mode; and if the 
impaired vision mode is determined to be set by the user, prompting the user regarding 
unsetting the impaired vision mode (in Sciammarella et al., since the windows show a 
selection of different menus (See fig. 18) so that the user can change the arrangement 
of the indiciums in the display area whether the impaired vision mode is selected or not 
(Col. 3, lines 15-61; col. 4, lines 30-50; col. 9, line 51 - col. 10, line 49), Sciammarella et 
al. further discloses that if the impaired vision mode is determined not to be set by the 
user, prompting the user regarding setting the impaired vision mode; and if the impaired 
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vision mode is determined to be set by the user, prompting the user regarding unsetting 
the impaired vision mode). Grounds for rejecting claim 41 apply here. 

Regarding claim 49, limitations of claim 48 are taught Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. as discussed and analyzed in 
claim 41 . 

Regarding claim 54, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 48. 

Regarding claim 55, limitations of claim 55 are taught Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. as discussed and analyzed in 
claim 41 . 

Regarding claim 59, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 41. 
Regarding claim 60, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 47. 

8. Claims 42, 43, 50, 51, 56 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 and Sciammarella et al., US Patent 
7,051,291 B2 in view of Frank et al., US 6,384,840 B1 and further in view of Miyao, 
US Patent 6,466,237 B1. 

Regarding claim 42, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. fails to teach that if a 
predetermined set time has elapsed after the reducing step, displaying the first indicium 
in a position the indicium occupied prior to the superimposing; increasing the opacity of 
the first indicium to an opacity the indicium had prior to the reducing step; and returning 
the first indicium to a pre-superimposing step size. 
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However, Miyao et al. teaches an electronic apparatus (See fig. 1), wherein upon 
operation of an operation panel (Fig. 1 : 24), the user is able to set the display of the 
apparatus to sequentially display a plurality of icons, wherein a selected icon is 
magnified for a predetermined set time and when said predetermined set time has 
elapsed (See figs. 6-8, 17, 18, 20 and 24), would automatically return to a smaller size 
so that the icon of interest would be easier to observe for the user. Miyao also 
discloses that when sequentially displaying the icons said icons are magnified for a 
predetermined amount of time and then reduced in size while a next icon is magnified in 
a motion forming a ring, wherein the user can adjust the predetermined set time that the 
icon is magnified (Col. 11, line 23 -col. 13, line 62; col. 14, line 46 - col. 16, line 20). 

Therefore, since the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of Sciammarella et 
al. and further in view of Frank et al. as a whole teaches that when an indicium is 
selected, the previously selected indicium would return to the original position and size 
and also the transparency of the indicium would be changed, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
concept of having a selected icon being magnified for a predetermined set time and 
when said predetermined set time has elapsed, automatically return to a smaller size so 
that the icon of interest would be easier to observe for the user as a taught in Miyao to 
modify the teaching of Nishigaki, Sciammarella et al. and Frank et al. to display the first 
indicium in a position the indicium occupied prior to the superimposing if a 
predetermined set time has elapsed after the reducing step; returning the first indicium 
to a pre-superimposing step size and to increase the opacity of the first indicium to an 
opacity the indicium had prior to the reducing step in addition to returning the first 
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indicium to a pre-superimposing step size. The motivation to do so would have been to 
easily visually identify icons and those icons behind the thumbnail file on the foreground 
are partially displayed, thereby allowing the user to obtain some information on the 
icons in the back as suggested by Miyao et al. (Col. 2, lines 42-53). 

Regarding claim 43, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 42. 

Regarding claim 50, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 42. 

Regarding claim 51, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 42. 

Regarding claim 56, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 42. 

Regarding claim 57, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 42. 

9. Claims 44, 52, 53 and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nishigaki, JP 11-196297 and Sciammarella et al., US Patent 
7,051,291 B2 in view of Frank et al., US 6,384,840 B1 and further in view of Horvitz 
et al., US Patent 5,880,733. 

Regarding claim 44, the combined teaching of Nishigaki in view of 
Sciammarella et al. and further in view of Frank et al. fails to teach detecting whether a 
user has actuated a movement button; and if the user has actuated a movement button, 
detecting whether a marker that is movable relative to the movement button is 
positioned on the first indicium. 

However, Horvitz et al. discloses a display system wherein menu indiciums 
(windows as shown in fig. 1 , 3, 4a, 4b, 4c, 5a, 5b and 5c), wherein said indiciums can 
be arranged such that if a particular indicium of the indiciums of the sides of the display 
is selected, said indicium is deleted from a first position and displayed a central position 
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of the display while the other indiciums are maintained at their particular position 
providing an easy method to navigate through different menus (Col. 3, lines 1-10; col. 4, 
line 55 - col. 5, line 45; col. 10, line 40 - col. 11, line 64; col. 13, line 51 - col. 14, line 
66; col. 15, lines 14-27). Horvitz et al. further discloses that the display system changes 
the shape of a marker (mouse cursor (arrow)) when the cursor is placed over the 
different indiciums (windows) and that the cursor would change its shape in response to 
the detected position over said indicium (Horvitz et al., col. 1 9, line 65 - col. 21 , line 38; 
this teaches detecting whether a user has actuated a movement button; and if the user 
has actuated a movement button, detecting whether a marker that is movable relative to 
the movement of the movement button is positioned on the first indicium) (Col. 3, lines 
1-10; col. 4, line 55 -col. 5, line 45; col. 10, line 40 -col. 11, line 64; col. 13, line 51 - 
col. 14, line 66; col. 15, lines 14-27). 

Therefore, after considering the teaching of Nishigaki and Sciammarella et al. in 
view of Frank et al. and further in view of Horvitz et al. as a whole, one of an ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made would consider the advantages of 
having a display method wherein the icons are arranges such that a selected one would 
appear in the center after selection while the rest of the icons are shown on the 
boundaries as taught by Horvitz et al. and would find obvious to modify Nishigaki, 
Sciammarella et al. and Frank et al. to detect whether a user has actuated a movement 
button; and if the user has actuated a movement button, detecting whether a marker 
that is movable relative to the movement button is positioned on the first indicium. The 
motivation to do so would have been to further improve the method for altering a digital 
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camera display by providing an easy method to navigate through different menus where 
said user can switch to another icon without having to closer a previously selected icon. 

Regarding claim 52, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 44. 

Regarding claim 53, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 44. 

Regarding claim 58, limitations have been discussed and analyzed in claim 44. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nelson D. Hernandez whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-731 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 A.M. to 5:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lin Ye can be reached on (571) 272-7372. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nelson D. Hernandez 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2622 

NDHH 

July 18, 2008 

/Lin Ye/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



